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Selective entanglem ent breaking
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W e discuss the cases w here local decoherence selectively degrades one type of entanglem ent m ore
than other types. A typical case is called state ordering change, in which two input states w ith
di erent am ounts of entanglem ent undergoes a local decoherence and the state w ith the larger
entanglem ent results n an output state w ith less entanglem ent than the other output state. W e are
also interested in a special case where the state w ith the Jarger entanglem ent evolves to a separable
state while the other output state is still entangled, which we call selective entanglem ent breaking.
For three-level or larger system s, it is easy to nd exam ples of the state ordering change and the
selective entanglem ent breaking, but for two-level system s it is not trivial whether such situations
exist. W e present a new strategy to construct exam ples of tw o-qubit states exhibiting the selective
entanglem ent breaking regardless ofentanglem ent m easure. W e also give a m ore striking exam pl of
the selective entanglem ent breaking in which the less entangled input state hasonly an in nitesin al

am ount of entanglem ent.

PACS numbers: 03.67M n, 03.650Ud, 03.65.Ta

I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum entangled states on a com posie system are
vial resources form any quantum nnform ation protocols
[I], and it is im portant to understand how various en-
tangled states are a ected by decoherence when one of
the local subsystem s is Interacted w ith the environm ent
or is transferred over a noisy quantum channel. Here we
focus on the cases In which the e ects of such a local
quantum operation/channel are di erent on two di er—
ent kinds of entanglem ent. In a typical siuation, one
Input state has a lJarge am ount of entanglem ent and the
other one has very an all entanglem ent, but after apply—
Ing a Iocal quantum channelon one of the system s, the
entanglem ent in the form er state is com pletely destroyed
w hile the latter state is still entangled. In other words,
the less entangled state is robust against the noises ofthe
quantum channel that severely degrades the other type
of entanglem ent.

W hen the din ension of H ibert space for the local sys—
tem ism ore than two, nam ely, for a threeJlevel or larger
system , such an exampl is easy to nd [2]. Sihce two
¥vels (@ two-din ensional subspace) are enough to form
entanglem ent to another system , and there are di erent
pairs of levels to choose, it is easy to In agine a quantum
channelw hich com pletely destroysthe coherence betw een
a speci ¢ pair of kevels, whik leaving the coherence be-
tween another pair ntact. If, however, the system in

E lectronic address: kinosita@ gim p es.osaka-u.ac.jo

question is a qubit (@ twodevel systam ), the problem be—
com es nontrivialbecause any entanglem ent m ust use the
whole two-din ensional space. Hence the phenom enon
of \state ordering change" by local evolution has been
sought after [Z], in which the am ount of entanglem ent E
satis es
E (™) E(2); E()) E () @)

for input states ™;?, and the output states PJ =
E, M1 0 = 1;2), where E, = E I is a local quan—
tum channel. Zin an and Buzek have found exam ples of
such state ordering change for a particularm easure E of
entanglem ent [2].

At this point, one must recall that the ordering be-
tween two entangled states m ay depend on the choice
of the entanglem ent m easure. E isert and P lenio showed
that the condition, E°(*;) < E°(f,) , E®() <
E ©(™,), is not always satis ed from M onte Carl sinu-—
lation € %E © are two di erent entanglem ent m easures)
[5]. That is to say, there exists a pair of states w ith
E%M) < E%P,) and EP (M) > EP(1,). M iranowicz
and G rudka studied such an ambiguiy in the ordering
In two—qubit states for entanglem ent m easures including
negativity, concurrence, and relative entropy ofentangle—
ment M4,5]. Hence a m easure-dependent exam ple is not
enough to ascertain the existence of the state ordering
change in a local qubi channel. For a de nite answer,
we need to show that Eq. [I) holds for any m easure of
entanglement E .

In thispaper, we propose a generalstrategy to produce
many exam ples of two-qubit states and a qubit chan-
nel show ing the state ordering change for any m easure
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of entanglem ent. In these exam ples, the output state
r9 = Ep [ ] is separable, nam ely, the qubit channel de-
stroys the entanglem ent in state *; com pletely but leaves
behind part ofthe entanglem ent in state ™, whichwecall
\selective entanglem ent breaking". W e further show that
a particularexam ple constructed from the above strategy
exhibits a m ore striking feature that the channel breaks
entanglem ent In *; selectively even when the input state
™, hasan in nitesim alam ount of entanglem ent.

T he construction ofthe paper is as ollow s. In Sec. [T,
we give a trivialexam ple oftw o-qutrit states and a qutrit
channelshow ing the selective entanglem entbreaking. W e
also give precise de nitions ofthe three relevant phenom —
ena: state ordering change, selective entanglem ent break—
ng, and strong selective entanglem ent breaking. In the
m ain part ofthe paper, Sec.[I0, w e present a strategy or

nding exam ples of tw oqubi states and a qubit channel
show ing the selective entanglem ent breaking. W e also
construct a speci ¢ exam ple and show that it exhibits
the strong selectie entanglem ent breaking. Tn Sec. [IV],
we show there is no selective entanglem ent breaking for
tw o-qubit pure states. In Sec. [V], we consider a fam iy
of entanglem ent m easures for which the state ordering
change can be discussed w ith a strict inequality. F inally
Sec. [V1 concludes the paper.

II. TWOQUTRIT STATE ORDERING CHANGE

Let us consider the case where the local system is a
qutrit, nam ely, the din ension of the H ibert space is
three. W e can easily nd an exam ple of tw o—qutrit states
and a qutrit channel show ing theﬁta_te ordering change.
Consider two pu@ﬂes Jaii= 1=2(jl1i+ R2i) and
joi= " gPoi+ "1 qgijli 0 < g< 1). Suppose that
the local channel E applied to the rst system is repre—
sented by K raus operators (the operator-sum represen-—
tation): () = M MY, where M’y = P03+ 5lihi;
and M'; = Ri25. After applying E, = E I to the
two input states, we obtain a separable state Ut =
(JL11ihl19+ R2ik229=2 for the st nput state, but the
second input state rem ainsunaltered, “5"t = j ,ih 3

In this exampl, the nput state j 11 can be
transformed to j ;i by local operations and clas—
sical communication @LOCC). One of the parties
applies a local lter described by Kraus opera—
tors Xy = Pi0j+ - I qgjinlj+ © gpi2j and
£, = Pgyamgs T 1

gRki?j and classically commu-—
nicate the outcome (0 or 1) to the other party. Then,

local unitary operations can transfom e lered
states as © 1 _qilli+ ©gp2i ! pap{gﬁ T qili
and PGili+ T 1 qp2i ! Pgpoi+ 1 qili. We

can also transform 9"t to “$"" by LOCC, since the
latter is separable. These observations assure that we
have E ( 1) E ( 2) and E ("$"Y) E ("9"Y) for any
entanglem ent m easure E as long as it satis es

()M onotonicity under LOCC, LOCC cannot increase
the entanglem ent, namely, if the state ™B is trans-
form ed into 2B by LOCC,E (™B) E (**B).

W e see that this trivial exam ple show s the state ordering
change regardless of the choice of entanglem ent m easure,
which we de ne form ally as

State ordering change | A local quantum channel
E;, = E I and two Input states ©; and %, satisfy

E(f1) E(f2); E E 1) E E [F2) @)
for any entanglem ent m easure E satisfying the m ono—
tonicity under LOCC, and am ong such m easures, there
exists a m easure E ° satisfying

E°(M) > E%P,); EO@L (M) < ECEL IM2)): 3)

Here we cannot dem and the strict inequaliy to hold
for any m easure, since the property (i) cannot exclude a
trivial m easure which is constant for any state whether
it is entangled or not. If we are to require the strict
hequality, we need to restrict the allowed entanglem ent
m easures, which w ill be discussed in Sec.[V].

In the above exam ple of two-qutrit state ordering
change, the entanglem ent In the state !; is com pletely
destroyed by the channel. In this paper, we de ne such
cases as Pollow s:

Selkctive entanglkem ent breaking | T he state ordering
change occurs w ith one of the output states being sepa-
rable.

M oreover, In the trivial exam ple considered here, the
entanglem ent In state j ;1 is preserved no m atter how
an all ts entanglem ent is. T his in plies that the quantum
channel selectively destroys the type of entanglem ent
held in a state ™, while it does not com pletely destroy
entanglem ent held in another state *, even when its
entanglem ent of form ation [€], E¢ (T,), is In nitesimal
Here we willde ne such a phenom enon in the follow ing
way.

Strong sekective entanglkem ent breaking | A localquan-—

tum channelE; = E I, an input state 3, and a se-
quence of Input states £1595-2;3.:a satisfy @) E (1)
E (T2) E (T3)
A, () There is a measure E° such that E°(,) >
E%(";) and E°E, M) < EOFL [M5) Prany § 2, ©
]j[nj[ 1 Ef (f\j) = O, and (d) Er, [f\l] Jsseparable.

In the threelevel system considered here or in larger
system s, the existence ofthe state ordering change is triv—
ial, and even the existence of the strong selective entan—
glem ent breaking isalso trivialas shown above. T he next
section w illdealw ith the nontrivial question for the case
ofa two-level system .

for any measure E satisfying



ITII. TW OQUBIT STATE ORDERING CHANGE

In this section, we show an exam ple of the selective
entanglem ent breaking w here the localsystem isa qubit.
For two-qutrit system , i was not di cul to nd the
exam ple of the strong selective entanglem ent breaking.
T his is because for three-level or larger system s we can
preserve entanglem ent even ifwe apply a pro fctor onto
a two-din ensional subspace. But for a two-level nput
system , we cannot preserve entanglem ent by nontrivial
progctions. It isthusdi cukt to nd an exam pl oftwo—
qubit selective entanglem ent breaking along the line used
In the previous section.

Our strategy to nd such an exampl is as follows.
F irst we consider an entangled m ixed state “*® and a
qubit channel E wih a parameter representing the
am ount of the noise introduced by the channel. A fter
applying the local channel to the input state ™®, we
calculate the negativity [1, [8] of state E I(™B) as
a function of to nd the value of = 4, at which
the state becom es separable. Next, going back to the
original state *®, we apply a local unitary U to the

rst system to produce j° g DH=mB gy fy),
W e agaln calculate the critical value 4, for this state.
The success of our strategy rests on whether the crit-
icalvalue 4p changes depending on the choice of the
uniary U.0ncewe ndsucha dependency, we can con—
struct an exam ple of the selective entanglem ent break-—
Ing as ollows. W ithout loss of generality, we can as—
sum e that there is a valie of Hrwhich E (5P
is separable, while the negativity of state E I (™8
is strictly positive. Then, we consider an LOCC opera—
tion E® w ith param eter representing the strength ofthe
noise €)= I 1I),and apply i to state ®B to cbtain
B E0("™B). If is small enough but nonzero, we
haveN (®?)< N (") =N (?) whik the negativity
ofthenew stateE I ("B ) shoul stillbe strictly pos—
itive, namely, N € I(®®))> 0=NE I(5®)).
Hence, for the negativity, the strict inequality [3) is sat—
is ed (seeFig.l). O n the otherhand, we can convert "5 ®
to 28 pyLocc @ ! f blowedby E?, and we can
alsoconvertE I (™" )toE I(%P)byLOCC sihce
the latter is separable. Hence, from them onotonicity (i),
the inequality [2) holds for any m easure E .

Let us show a speci c exam ple using the above strat—
egy. F irst we consider a m ixed entangled state,

Ain 2. . 1 ) .
1 =§] +ih 4 J+ 5:;)011’100]; (4)

joJ—
wherej ,i=  1=2(P0it+ jl1i). Considera ocalunitary
on the rst system A,

~ 1 1 1

Un = 19—E 1 1 7 )
which is the rotation around ¥ axisby = =2 on the
Bloch sphere. Let ' = @, H)¥™ @) ), whihis

N(D)
1+
N@L
NN

p=E,®1(p*°)

p=E:®I(pze)

Noise in the Channel

FIG.1l: Strategy to nd exam ples of the selective entangle-
m ent breaking. W e use negativity N (*) as an entanglem ent
m easure, since it iseasy to calculate. Slight decrease in thede—
gree of entanglem ent (the arrow ) isdoneby LO CC, and hence
the order ofthe tw o Input states ism easure-independent. T he
order of the two output states is also m easure-independent,
since one of them is separable.

w ritten on the basis £{01i; P1i;40i; 11lig in the m atrix
form
1

0 5 12 1
.1 11 1 1c
An _ = .
2 6%2 12 148° ©)
1 11 1

A sthe Iocalquantum channelapplied to system A, we
take a phase dam ping channel represented by two K raus
operators

1 0

0.0
j o
0 1

Eo = ; Eq= Op_ ; (7)

where 0 1. For an input two-qubit state ~*, the
output of the phase dam ping channel is given by ~°Ut =
€, DHE! M+ & H*EY fY).Forthetwo
input states ~* and “I", the output states are calculated
as

0 P 1
2 00 1
Aout _ Eg 0 00 0o & . )
! 3¢ 5 0 00 o A
1 00 1
0 1
2 1 2pl pl
1B p pP——
sut _ ~B pl— pl— 1 1 8
2 6€ 2 1 pl 2 1 A
1 1 1 1
9)
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FIG .2: Exam plk of the selective entanglem ent breaking. T he
negativities of ", ~Ut, Ut (¢ = 1=3) are indicated by the
dotted curve, the dashed curve, and the solid curve, respec—
tively.

T he negativity for a bipartite state ” is de ned by

N (") =maxf0; 2 nng; (10)
where i isthem ininum ofthe eigenvalues ofthe par-
tial transpose of state ~ [[7,18]. For two—qubit states, it
has the range from 0 (sgparable) to 1 (m axim ally entan—
gld). The negativity of the two output states "t and

~out

5~ are
2P ——
N = 51 (1)
out 1 p— E p——
N(“2)=€ 3+43 1 + 10+ 6 1 5 ;

1z)

which are shown in Fig. 2.

W hen the noise pa eter of the quantum channel
s = 16+ 12_2 097, N ("$°%) = 0, and
N (%");_ , = 2@ 2 2)=3 041 > 0. Then we
decrease N (") using LOCC . Speci cally, we consider
an operation in which the state is replaced by P0i with
probability . Applying this operation to &, we have

M=t dh 3 @ DPOI00F a3
wheret= 21 )=3< 2=3. Calculating in a simn larway,
we obtain the negativity of the output state as

p
N ()=t 1 : (14)

The casewih t= 1=3 is shown in Fig. 2.

A sexplined forthe general strategy, E (") E (1)
and E ("§"Y)  E ("$"%) hold for any entanglm ent m ea—
sure satisfying the m onotonicity (i). O n the other hand,
N (") < N (") hods or t < 2=3 and N ("5"%) >

N ("5"%) hods or t > 0. Hence the phase dam ping
channelwih = ; and the states % and " with
0 < t< 2=3 exhbit the selective entanglem ent breaking.

In the lin it of t ! 0, the state " becom es separable.
But as long as t > 0, the output state is still entan—
gled, and the state ordering change occurs. Hence the
particular exam ple here exhibits not only the selective
entanglem ent breaking, but also the strong selective en—
tanglem ent breaking.

Iv. NO SELECTIVE ENTANGLEM ENT
BREAKING EXISTS FOR TW OQUBIT PURE
STATES

In the previous section, we present a speci c exam ple
of selective entanglem ent breaking in which the two input
statesarem ixed states. In fact, we cannot nd pure-state
exam ples by our strategy. The reason is closely related
to the follow ing general property of qubit channels: ifa
twoqubit pure entangled state becom es separable after
one of the qubit passes through a qubit channel, then
the channel is an entanglem ent breaking channel [9,[10],
nam ely, the channel destroys the entanglem ent of any
input state. W e can prove i as follow s.

Consider a two-qubit pure state j ni= PO0i+ J1i,
where 2+ 2= 1, and suppose that j i1 becom es sep—
arable state ", after the application of a qubit chan—
nel. Imagine we further apply a local Iter, which is
described by the K raus operatorMAo =  Pi0j+ Jihlj
to the second qubit. The state after the successful I+
tering, "eep (£ M )" (€ M )Y, is separable since
“sep 15 separable. Now notice that even ifwe apply the
local lter rst and then apply the onequbit channel,
the nalstate should be the sam e because they are op—
erations on di erent system s. In this case, the state af-

r the successful ltering isa m axin ally entangled state

1=2 (P0i+ 1l1i), which evolves into the separable state
“sep after the application ofthe qubit channel. Hence the
channelm ust be an entanglem ent breaking channel.

T his property of qubit channels inm ediately tells us
that there isno selective entanglem ent breaking w ith the
nput two-qubit state *;, which is to be broken, being a
pure state. O ur strategy in Sec [Il doesnot work Hrpure
"B because «p is the sam e Pr any unitary operation
G.a Though there is no selective entanglem ent breaking
forpure two—qubit states, the present argum ent does not
exclide the possbility of the state ordering change for
tw o pure two—qubi nput states.

For a system with dimmension d larger than two, a
straightforw ard extension of the above proof show s that
a local channel is entanglem ent breaking if a pure en—
tangled state with fill local rank (the m arginal density
operator having rank d) is broken by the channel. This
Jeavesthe possibility ofhaving the selective entanglem ent
breaking of pure states w ith a sm all localrank, as in the
trivial exam ple shown i Sec.[I.



V. STATE ORDERING CHANGE W ITH
STRICT INEQUALITY

As discussed I Sec. [O, not all of the entanglem ent
m easures satisfying the m onotonicity (i) ful 11 the strict
nequalty [@). Here we show that, in the example in
Sec.[ID, the strict nequality [@) holds for a wide range
of m easures speci ed by a set of additional conditions
which are often considered to be desirable as a m easure
of entanglem ent. W e consider the m easures satisfying
the follow ing properties:

)M onotonicity under LOCC on average, if LOCC
transform s ®P into a state %P with probability pi,

the entan ent does not increase on average, ie.

E (%) JBE (P

(#)Vanishing on separabk states, E ("B ) = 0 if 2B is

separable;

iH)N omm alization, E (jih ) = 1, where ji =
1=2(P0i+ J1i) P

()Convexity, E ( ;pi"t®) JpE (P

(v)P artial additivity, E (*~ ") = nE (*);

(viPartial continuity, if state 7, approaches " on

for arge n: h 7,3 "1 ! 1 forn ! 1, then

£( ") E()Fn! 0.

Tt is shown that for any measure E satisfying the
above set of conditions, the follow ing inequality holds
for any state * [L11]:
Ep (") E (") Ec (") 15)
where Ep (%) is the distillable entanglem ent [L2] and
Ec (®) is the entanglem ent cost [L3]. U sing this relation,
we can easily seethatE ("§"%) > E ("§"%) = 0 shoe """ is
entangled and any tw o-qubit entangled state isdistillable
4], namely, 0 < Ep ("5"F) E ("9"%). W e can also prove
E()<E() or0< t< 0495
Eq. [[3), we have
E(*Y) Ec ($); Ep (F) E(F); 16)
and hence what we need is an upper bound on E¢ ("%n)
and a owerbound on Ep (%').
The entanglem ent cost E¢ (*) is upperbounded [L3]
by the entanglem ent of form ation E ¢ (*) €], which can
be com puted through the concurrence C (*) ILS] as

E¢ (") =H %(npmn; a7)
H@E= pbgp @ plbgl p): (18)
U sing this relation, we have
Ec (")  Ee("]) @9)
= HLCQ+ 1 ©)] 20)

as follow s. From

A lowerbound ofEp isgiven [6,/12] as

X

xg x  Ep (") @1)

X
where , arethe diagonalentries ofthem atrix form of *
on a Bellbasis. Sihece ")} is rew ritten on a Bellbasis as

O 5001t
1B 00O0O0C
€ 000087 @2)
1001
g -1 H(@=6) ( 03%. Sovingl H (1=6) >
H[l+ 1 t)=2]numerically,we nd that
Ee ()< g(); @3)

holds r 0 < t< 0495 . From EdEE), [T9), 21,

and [23), we obtain
E ()< E (D) ©4)
Hence ©r 0 < t < 0495 , the strict inequali§)

holds for the fam ily of entanglem ent m easures satisfying
the properties (), (ii)—(v1).

VI. CONCLUSION

W e have shown exam ples of a Iocal qubit channel ex—
hbiing the selective entanglem ent breaking and an ex—
am ple with the strong selective entanglem ent breaking.
These results In ply that even for the system as amallas
a qubit, a quantum channel/operation can have a pref-
erence over w hich kind of entanglem ent to break. In our
exam ples, the ordering w ith respect to entanglem ent is
determm ined by the transform ability through LOCC op-—
erations, and hence is de ned sokly by the property of
m onotonicity. Thism akes our resuls independent of the
choice ofthe entanglem ent m easure. W e have also shown
that the ordering change w ith a strict nequality holds for
a fam ily ofm easures satisfying a set of plausble condi-
tions.
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